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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Amendment filed October 1 3, 2004. 
Claims 1-27 are presented for examination. Claims 1-25 have been amended. Claims 
26 and 27 have been added. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicants amendment to the abstract filed October 13, 2004 is acknowledged. 
Consequently, the objections to the abstract have been withdrawn. 

3. Applicant's amendment to the drawings is acknowledged. Consequently, the 
objections to the drawings have been withdrawn. 

4. Applicant's amendment to the specification is acknowledged. Consequently, the 
objections to the specification have been withdrawn. 

5. Referring to the 35 USC 112 second paragraph rejection for claim 19, Applicant's 
amendments have been acknowledged. Consequently, the 35 USC 112 second 
paragraph rejection toward the claim has been withdrawn. 

6. Applicant's arguments filed October 13, 2004 with respect to claims 1-25 have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 24 recites the limitation "the corresponding contents" in the last paragraph 
of the claim. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

8. Claims 1, 10, 19, 26 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by US Patent Number 6,424,981 issued to Isaac et al (hereafter Isaac). 

Referring to claim 1, Isaac discloses a method (Abstract; Field of Invention; col. 
2, lines 9-17) comprising: 

- identifying characteristic features of a web site ('persistent client state 

information', Cookies', col. 6, lines 1-15 and 34-38; col. 7, lines 62-65; Fig. 5, 
element 1 16) from an input that specifies the web site (user navigation to a 'URL 
network address', col. 7, lines 50-59; Fig. 5, element 1 14; Fig. 3, element 82), the 
input including an information sample previously obtained from the web site (the 
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URL is the network address of a customizable HTML document at site; Fig. 2, 

element 58; Fig. 5, element 1 14; col. 7, lines 57-59); 
- extracting contents from the web site based on the identified characteristic 

features and relevancy of the contents to the information sample ('customization 

options' for a user are retrieved according to the 'persistent client state 

information', col. 7, line 66 - col. 8, line 14); and 
: updating a personalized web page with the contents (return 'customized HTML 

document in accordance with customization options', col. 8, lines 15-27; see Fig. 

3-6). 

Referring to claim 10, the limitations of the claim repeat the respective limitations 
of claim 1 above in the form of a system (Isaac, Abstract; see Fig. 1 and 2), and 
therefore claim 10 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1. In addition, claim 10 
recites a display to display the personalized web page (Isaac, Fig. 1 , element 30). 

Referring to claim 19, the limitations of the claim repeat the respective limitations 
of claim 1 above in the form of a computer program (Isaac, col. 4, lines 1-43), and 
therefore claim 19 is rejected for the same reasons as claiml. 

Referring to claims 26 and 27, Isaac discloses identifying characteristic features 
of the web site and information sample automatically (Abstract; Field of Invention; col. 6, 
lines 34-45). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

9. Claims 2, 4-8, 11,13-17, 20 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over US Patent Number 6,424,981 issued to Isaac et al (hereafter Isaac), 
as applied to claims 1,10 and 19 above, and further in view of US Pat No 5,983,227 
issued to Nazem et al. (hereafter Nazem). 

Referring to claims 2, 4-8, 11,13-17, 20 and 22, Isaac discloses all of the above 
claimed subject matter, and also (with reference to claims 2,11, and 20) discloses 
repeatedly identifying, extracting and updating (See Fig. 3, elements 84-88). 

However, Isaac remains silent as to: 

- a frequency for identifying, extracting and updating, specified by an input, the 
frequency depending on how often the user accesses the webpage (claims 2, 
11, and 20); 

- identifying a topic keyword (claims 4 and 13); 

- identifying a layout of the information sample (claims 5 and 14); 

- identifying a domain keyword of the information sample (claims 6 and 15); 

- identifying a semantic category of the information sample (claims 7 and 16); 

- identifying an event in the input (claims 8 and 1 7); 
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- characteristic features including at least one of a topic keyword, a layout, a 
domain keyword, a semantic category, and an event (claim 22). 

However, referring to claims 2, 4-8, 11,13-17, 20 and 22, Nazem discloses 
analogous art that includes: 

- a frequency, specified by an input, the frequency depending on how often a 
user accesses a webpage (claims 2,11, and 20) (column 4, lines 43-47); 

- identifying a topic keyword (claims 4 and 13) (column 6, lines 51-59); 

- identifying a layout of an information sample (claims 5 and 14) (Figure 3, 
element 302); 

- identifying a domain keyword of an information sample (claims 6 and 15) 
(column 2, line 67 and column 6, line 57); 

- identifying a semantic category of an information sample (claims 7 and 16) 
(Figure 5A, element 504); 

- identifying an event in an input (claims 8 and 17) (Figure 5A, element 504); 

- characteristic features including at least one of a topic keyword, a layout, a 
domain keyword, a semantic category, and an event (claim 22)(topic 
keyword, column 6, lines 51-59). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify Isaac to include a frequency, specified by an input, 
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the frequency, identifying characteristic features including a topic keyword, a layout, a 
domain keyword, a semantic category, and an event, as taught by Nazem. 

The ordinary skilled artisan would have been motivated to modify Isaac per the 
above for the purpose of providing an improved system for delivering custom pages to a 
user wherein information is filtered according to each user's interest (Nazem, col. 1, 
lines 28-29 and 56-57). 

10. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Isaac, in 
view of Nazem, as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of US Publication 
Number 2002/0188503 by Banerjee et al. (hereafter Banerjee). 

Referring to claim 3, the combination of Isaac/Nazem discloses all of the above 
claimed subject matter, however remains silent as to verification confirming the update 
and adding the corresponding contents into a training set. 

However, Banerjee discloses analogous art that includes verification confirming 
an update and adding corresponding contents into a training set (pages 2-3, paragraph 
21). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify the combination of Isaac/Nazem to include 
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verification confirming an update and adding corresponding contents into a training set, 
as taught by Banerjee. 

The ordinary skilled artisan would have been motivated to modify the 
combination of Isaac/Nazem per the above for the purpose of maintaining a list of 
updates so that changes to the database can be tracked wherein the dynamic web 
pages would merge constantly-updated descriptions of bundles, stored in a database, 
with a web-page template, on the fly (Banerjee, pages 2-3, paragraph 21). 

1 1 . Claims 12 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Isaac, as applied to claims 10 and 19 above, and further in view of Banerjee. 

Referring to claims 12 and 21, Isaac discloses all of the above claimed subject 
matter, however remains silent as to verification confirming the update and adding the 
corresponding contents into a training set. 

However, Banerjee discloses analogous art that includes verification confirming 
an update and adding corresponding contents into a training set (pages 2-3, paragraph 
21). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify Isaac to include verification confirming an update and 
adding corresponding contents into a training set, as taught by Banerjee. 
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The ordinary skilled artisan would have been motivated to modify Isaac per the 
above for the purpose of maintaining a list of updates so that changes to the database 
can be tracked wherein the dynamic web pages would merge constantly-updated 
descriptions of bundles, stored in a database, with a web-page template, on the fly 
(Banerjee, pages 2-3, paragraph 21). 

12. Claims 9, 18, 23, 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Isaac as applied to claims 1,10, and 19 above, and further in view of 
US Patent Number 6006218 issued to Breese et al. (hereafter Breese). 

Referring to claims 9, 18, and 23, Isaac discloses all of the above claimed 
subject matter, however remains silent as to assigning a score according to the degree 
of relevancy of the corresponding contents to the information sample. 

However, Breese discloses analogous art that includes assigning a score 
according to a degree of relevancy of corresponding contents to information (column 13, 
lines 1-3). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to modify Isaac to include assigning a score according to a 
degree of relevancy of corresponding contents to an information sample, as taught by 
Breese. 
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The ordinary skilled artisan would have been motivated to modify Isaac per the 
above for the purpose of determining the accuracy of a search whereby adjusting 
ranking values generated by a known search engine as a function of the knowledge 
probability estimates, the teachings of Breese reduces or eliminates the risk of locating 
known information near the top of a list of search results. This is advantageous since 
known information is generally of little interest to a user. In addition, Breese teaches 
ranking of the search results to give the user an opportunity to have the ranking of the 
search results accurately reflect the user's knowledge (Breese, Abstract). 

Referring to claim 24, the combination of Isaac/Breese discloses comparing the 
topic keyword and layout of the corresponding contents with those of the information 
sample to determine the degree of relevancy (Breese, column 17 line 60 - column 18 
line 2). 

Referring to claim 25, the combination of Isaac/Breese discloses comparing the 
domain keyword, semantic category, event and layout of the corresponding contents 
with those of the information sample to determine the degree of relevancy (Breese, 
column 17, lines 60- 66). 
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Conclusion 

13. Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cheryl M Fernandes who can be reached on (571 ) 272- 
4018. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 am - 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Safet Metjahic can be reached on (571) 272-4023. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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